A. SWA IgE

Susceptible Resistant Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Caldas 2000 0.086 0.046 25 0.159 0.062 27 14.0% -1.11[-1.65, -0.56] -
Grogan 1987 14 15.616 20 281 2B.8967 17 13.0% -0.65[-1.32, 0.01] =
Li 2001 0.2 0.1249 48 0.4 05238 131 155% -0.44[-0.77, -0.11) -
Black 2010 0.4 0922 85 0.7 0.1775 35 15.1% -0.38[-0.78, 0.02] -
Li 2002 0.18 0.27 58 0.04 0.08 25 14.5% 0.60[0.12, 1.08] M=
Oliveira 2012 1 0.4747 23 0.7 0.3323 23 13.6% 0.72[0.12, 1.32] l
Li 2002 0.35 0.45 54 0.04 0.08 25  14.4% 0.82 [0.32, 1.31] -
Total (95% CI) 313 293 100.0% -0.06 [-0.59, 0.46] ?
Heterogeneity. Tau® = 0.43; Chi? = 50.42, df = 6 (P < 0.00001); 1> = 88% 5_10 —=S 5 s‘ 10=
Test for overall effect: 2 = 0.23 (P = 0.82) Favours reinfectior
B. SEAIgE
Susceptible Resistant Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
wvan den 2002 2,661 461.3601 7 5,342 2,691.4401 14 7.5% -1.15[-2.13, -0.16] —
Li 2001 0.22 0.1288 48 0.38 0.4711 131 15.9% -0.39[-0.72, -0.08] -
Grogan 1897 77.1  70.4042 20 953 76.5368 17 11.3% -0.24[-0.89, 0.41] -
Oliveira 2012 1.8 1.2328 23 2 1.3698 23 12.3% -0.15[-0.73, 0.43] -
Matoso 2013 0.018 0.0417 21 0.024 0.1246 106 13.9% -0.04[-0.51, 0.43] -+
Reis 2006 0.01 0.02 14 0.01 0.02 52 12.2% 0.00[-0.59, 0.59] -
Li 2002 0.21 0.26 54 0.08 0.06 25 13.7% 0.59[0.11, 1.07] ==
Caldas 2000 0.22 0.068 25 0.169 0.074 27 12.1% 0.70[0.18, 1.23] -
Total (95% CI) 212 405 100.0% -0.03 [-0.38,0.32] 4
Heterogeneity. Tau? = 0.17; Chi® = 23.85, df = 7 (P = 0.001); I’ = 71% 2_10 _:5 5 él 10%

Test for overall effect: Z = 0.15 (P = 0.88)

Favours reinfectior

C. SWA IgG4
Susceptible Resistant Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Fixed, 95% CI 1V, Fixed, 95% CI
Crogan 1997 47.1 9.5367 20 465 6.8287 17 10.7% 0.07 [-0.58, 0.72]
Li 2001 0.8 0.5744 48 0.55 0.7963 131 40.6% 0.23 [0.00, 0.67]
Caldas 2000 0.184 0.185 25 0.108 0.083% 37 16.8% 0.55 [0.03, 1.06]
Oliveira 2012 3 3.794 23 1 1.2647 23 12.6% 0.70[0.10, 1.29]
Li 2002 0.51 0.48 58 0.13% 0.16 25 19.2% 0.77 [0.29, 1.25] -
Total (95% CI) 174 233 100.0% 0.47 [0.26, 0.68] ]
Heterogeneity. Chi? = 4.21, df = 4 (P = 0.38); I* = 5% =-10 _{S 3 5‘ 10:
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.35 (P < 0.0001) Favours reinfectior
D. SEA IgG4
Susceptible Resistant Std. Mean Difference Std. Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight 1V, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% CI
Grogan 1987 2.1 2.8308 20 3281 21.4018 17 10.3% -1.65[-2.41, -0.89] -
wvan den 2002 512 313.801 7 5,342 5,926.7973 14 9.1% -0.85[-1.91, 0.02] —
Li 2001 0.45 0.2554 48 0.39 0.4718 121 12.3% 0.14 [-0.19, 0.47] o
Oliveira 2012 2 0.6984 23 2.75 0.6402 23 11.2% 0.37 [-0.22, 0.95] il
Matoso 2013 2.298 0.4663 21 1.429 1.5552 106 11.7% 0.60[0.13, 1.08] M-
Caldas 2000 0.866 0.342 25 0.568 0.337 37 11l.4% 0.87 [0.34, 1.40] -
Li 2002 051 0.44 54 0.18 0.12 25 116% 0.88[0.39, 1.38] -
Reis 2006 0.28 0.35 14 0.07 0.15 52 10.9% 1.48 [0.84, 2.13] -
Li 2002 0.84 051 58 0.18 0.12 25 11.5% 1.51[0.99, 2.04] -
Total (95% CI) 270 430 100.0% 0.41 [-0.13, 0.95] r
Heterogeneity. Tau? = 0.59; Chi? = 71.66, df = 8 (P < 0.00001); I* = 89% 1_10 _;5 5 5‘ 101

Test for overall effect: 2 = 1.48 (P = 0.14)

Favours reinfectio



